We read with pleasure the paper of San-Juan and coworkers [1] published recently in Brain Stimulation. This review has provided a step forward in the direction of the use of this promising technique also in a therapeutic setting with patients suffering from epilepsy. At present, the technical approaches of transcranial direct current stimulation (tDCS) are still very heterogeneous. Nearly every study uses different patient categories, different stimulation protocols, different electrode sizes, stimulation sites and different stimulation current strength, so that comparison between the different studies is limited. It is therefore highly useful to compare all studies, and to provide standardizable measures in order to judge stimulation effects across them.
Just above the formula "Q = I / t", they also refer to Brunoni AR et al., 2011 [2] . But those authors defined correctly Q = I × t, which is consistent with the definition in physics of the electrical current as the flow rate of electrical charge per time (I = Q / t = Ampere = Coulomb per second). Calculating electrical charge using this correct formula in the same example of Fregni et al. (2006) in Table 1 In summary, all values of the electrical charge Q in Table 1, Table 2 are unfortunately calculated by an incorrect formula and therefore incorrect in values and an error of 9 orders of magnitude. We think that in the journal Brain Stimulation, which is the first address to look for valid reference values in the context of brain stimulation techniques, these wrong values should be corrected (see Table 1, Table 2 corrected) . Neuroprotective effects on the immature rat hippocampus, including reduced sprouting and subsequent improvements in cognitive performance. The convulsions were reduced 21% in the postnatal day 55. 
